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October I O ,  2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronbs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumer8 llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty. 

If the FCC 1s9ue9 a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In OW-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Mlchael SaRler 
53 States Street 
San Franclsco, C~94114  
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to vobe my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competlttde market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablilty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In produets that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallh/. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlrne. 

Slncerely, 

Zach Malmgren 
127 Hlnes 
Peorla, IL 61614 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I leet strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltk market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
What new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtal telwlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Judson Dunn 
4707 Pln Oak Parl(#1031 
Houston, TX 77081 
USA 
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October 10. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washzngton. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Riana Pfefferkorn 
4 6 6 7 6  Windmill Drive 
Fremont. CA 9 4 5 3 9  
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manulacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
What new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflectwhat consumers llke me 
actually w n t ,  and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equipment. I will not pay more for devlces that limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your time. 

Slncerely, 

RobeIt kaye 
713 Grand Ave #4 
San LUIS Oblspo, CA 93401 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strong4y that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would ictually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgitnl television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Alderete 
569 Haight Street 
San Francisco, CA 94117 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Chnirman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michsel Powell, 

I m df ing  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcsnt flsg" technology for digital television. A i  a consumer 
and citizen, I feel shongly thst such a policy would be bsd for hovetion, consumer ri@, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mmufnchrrem' sbiJity to innovate for thek customem. flowing 
movie wtudios to veto fenlures of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologistw what new producta they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what conswners like me eoblally want, and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior functiondty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be lew Wleiy to m&e 
equipment. I will not psy more for devices that limit my i&ta at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thonk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Seth wandemman 
210rivingtonst 
apt 7 
New York, NY 10002 
USA 

investment in DIT-cspable receivers and other 
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Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast 'flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for  devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Aaron Edberg 
210 Starlane Drive 
La Canada. CA 91011 
USA 
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_ _  
October 10, 2003 

Chairmnn Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the rtudos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Rob Blaclnvelder 
280 Lenox Ave. Suite Q 
Oakland, CA 94610 
USA 



October 10, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communicitions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fllg" technology for &gtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. 'This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcart flag mandate, I would nctudly be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtd television. Thank you for your time, 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Garcia 
1022 Pierce St 
San Francisco, CA 94115 
USA 
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Chairman Michael IC. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-madated adoption of "broadcast flaf technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technoloarts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
whit consumers like me actually wan< and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functiondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Richard Watt 
603 Wild Forest Dr. 
Homewood, AL 35209 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Ch l imvl  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &gid 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such P policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufachlrers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios .to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the ItudlOS to 
tell technologirts what new products they can create. This  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged mOKC money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digid television. l h n k  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Rush 
3809 Fninvay Circle 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

ChaLman Michael K. Powell 
Fedefd Ccmmunicstions Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michsel Powell, 

1 m d t h g  to voice my cppcsition to any FCC-mandated sdcpticn of "broadcast flag" technology for di&d television. AB a ccnsumer 
and citizen, I feel sbcngly that such s policy would be bad for hcvation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer elech.cnics muit be rooted in manufacturers mbility to h o v s t e  for their cuutomen. ~Uowing 
movie studiau to veta features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studioa to tell technclcgists what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a brcadcest flsg mandate, I would actudy be lesi likely to mate m investment in DN-cspable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pny mcre for devices [hat h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleese do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. l l nnk  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Bdan Nicks 
952 Castlewood Dr. Apt I 
LOB Oetos, CA 95032 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell techr~ologstr what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what comumers like me ictudly want, and it could result in me being chirged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivera and other equipment I will not pay more far devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Alpn G Olesk 
114ThomeDr. 
Bethpage, NY 11714 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren. I feel Strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, compettwe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvera 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that Ilmtf my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Matt Hartman 
372 Hatley Clrcle NE 
Concord, NC 28025 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

Chninnan Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicstions Commission 
445 12th Skeet, N W  
Weshington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I em mithg to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcsst flsg" technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and cihen, 1 feel skongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ulrimste adoption of D7Y. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufschwen' nbility to h o v n t e  for their customen. Allowing 
movie  studio^ to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists whst new products they can 
create. ' I M s  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers &e me actudy wmt, and it could result in me being 
charged mare money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues s brosdcsst flsg mandstc, I would sctudy be less likely to mnke M inveshnent in DN-cspable receiven and other 
equipment. I will not psy more for devices thst h i t  my rights st  the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandate broadcsst flag 
technology for didtal television. Thnnk you for your rime. 

Sincerely, 

richnrd &m 
82 old route one 
Hancock, ME 04640 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Steve Pelletier 
1 2 3 1  Oaklawn Rd 
Arcadia, CA 91006 
USA 
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Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast f lag technology for dgd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
whit consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for distal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Sawczyn 
1661 Feam Circle 
Atlanta, GA 30319 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Chnbnan Michael K. Powell 
Feded  Communications Commission 
445 12th Skeet, N W  
Wamhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

1 m Writhg to voice my oppopition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadosst flag" technology for digital television. An a mniumer 
and cifizen, I feel strongly thst such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimste sdoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mwket for conuumer electronics must be rooted in manufncturenl' ability to innovate for their customeru. Allowing 
movie studion to veto featurep of DTV-reception equipment will enable the ~tudlos to tell technologists what new productp they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers !&e me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionaliq. 

If the FCC issues s broedcsst flsg mandate, I would sctudy be lesi likely to make nn investment in DTV-cspable receivers nnd other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights st  the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thnnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

William McIntye 
21 07 9th Ave 
Longmont, CO 80501 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
What new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlOn8llty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable reCelverS 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Lee Wllmeth 
I 104 Cypress court 
Mansfleld, TX 76063 
USA 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 205 54 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove t h s  control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a cunsumer Lo buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispcnse with all my currcnt consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast !lag. 

Sincerely, 

Jeremy Putnam 
4857 Southridge Dr. 
Salt Lake City, UT 84118 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not  allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I c a n  
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of  my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

ler ry  Armour 
7016 Pioneer Way E 
Puyallup, WA 98371 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dcar Chairman Powcll, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about thc fair-use implications of thc broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnology, I can be marc than a passivc recipicnt of content -- I can modify, creatc, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcayt flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Kevin Smith 
137 Memory Lane 
Lexington, SC 29073 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
4 4 j  12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20 j 54 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be mure than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reasun do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for mc to dispense with all my currcnt consumer electronics and computcr 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Joseph G. Renauer 
1416 Shepherd Drive 
Naperville, IL 60565 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers ofthe benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipnient. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be niorc than a passive recipicnt of content -- I can modify, creatc, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an eniail clip of niy child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioib I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Leniberger 
16757 Stanford St. 
Forest Lake, MN 55025 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Chris Ramseyer 
4371 Atlanta Ave 
Indianapolis, I N  46241 


